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Claims 1-3, 5-6, 8-12, 21, 23, 26. 28-31, 33 and 39-56 are provisionally rejected 
under the judicially created doctrine of obviousness-type double patenting as being 
unpatentable over claims 71-78 and 83 of copending Application No. 10/074,096. 
Although the conflicting claims are not idenOcal, they are not patentably distinct from 
each other because daims 71-78 and 83 suggested the claimed subject matter of 
Applicant's claims. Specifically referring to daims 71 and 83 of Application No. 
10/074,096 an air conditioner device is taught with air inlets and outlets. The inlets and 
outlets have louvers that are planar and extend pai^llel to one another. There is an ion 
generator present between the inlet and outlet. A gem^ddal lamp is positioned in the 
housing such that a user looking through the inlet or the ouUet cannot view UV radiation 
emitted fomn the lamp. (See Claims 71-78 and 83 of Application No. 10/074,096) 
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The differences between Claims 71-78 and 83 of Application No. 10/074. 096 
and the present claims Is that the user looking through the housing through the inlets is 
not discussed. 

As to the user being able to look through the inlet to see through the housing to 
the outlet or the user being able to look through the outlet to see through the housing to 
the inlet claims 71 -78 and 83 do not limit the location of the inlet and outlet therefore the 
inlet and outlet could be interpreted to be arranged to be directly across from one 
another allowing the flow of air. Since the inlet and outlet would be directly across from 
one another one could see through the inlet or outlet across the housing to the inlet or 
outlet due to the geometry of the inlet and outlet louvers. 

This is a provisional obviousness-type double patenting rejection because the 
conflicting claims have not in fact been patented. 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments filed July 2, 2004 have been fully considered. 
Applicant's arguments with respect to the 35 U.S.C. 102 and 103 rejections have 
been considered and are deemed persuasive. Applicant's arguments with respect to 
some of the Obviousness type Double Patenting rejections have been considered and 
are deemed persuasive. The remaining Obviousness type Double Patenting rejection 
relies on co-pending Application 10/074,096 for rejection. 

Specifically Applicant has argued that the amendments to the claims have 
overcome the obviousness type double patenting rejections. This is not found 
persuasive with respect to co-pending Application 10/074.096 because Applicant has 
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not set forth the reasons for distinction. While Applicant's amendment requires that a 
user be able to look into the housing between the air inlet louvers to see through the 
housing and out of the air outlet or visa versa and provides for the user not to be able to 
see the germicidal device it is urged that Claims 71-78 and 83 teach these required 
limitations either explicitly or inherently. Claims 71-78 and 83 do explicitly teach 
preventing direct viewing of the germicidal device when looking through the inlet or 
outlet. Claims 71-78 and 83 are absent discussion of a user be able to look into the 
housing between the air inlet louvers to see through the housing and out of the air outlet 
or visa versa however broadly interpreted and as set forth in the obviousness type 
double patenting rejection above one can interpret such that this limitation is met. 
Specifically claims 71-78 and 83 of 10/074,096 do not limit the location of the inlet and 
outlet therefore the inlet and outlet could be interpreted to be arranged to be directly 
across from one another allowing the flow of air. Since the Inlet and outlet would be 
directly across from one another one could see through the inlet or outlet across the 
housing to the inlet or outlet due to the geometry of the inlet and outlet louvers (i.e. 
being planar and parallel to one another). For this reasoning it is believed that the 
obviousness type double patenting rejection on Application 10/074,096 should be 
maintained. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Rodney G. McDonald whose telephone number is 571- 
272-1340. The examiner can normally be reached on M- Th with Every other Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor. Nam X. Nguyen can be reached on 571-272-1342. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 0 // 
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